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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 20 and 23 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. patent application 20020059451 to Haviv in view of the Applicants Admitted Prior Art 
(AAPA). 

With regard to claim 1, Haviv teaches content filter router 16 which receives packets 
which would include the address of the said router just before it receives the packet, and filters 
the packet before sending it to content serves 14. See page 2 par 0021. 

Haviv does not however teach the filtering information to be presented in list form. 

AAPA on page 3 lines 28+ teaches presenting this information in a list. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have collected the filtering information of Haviv in list form in light of the teachings of AAPA 
in order that the content may be filtered more efficiently. 

With regard to claim 2, see the routing to servers 14. 

With regard to claim 3, see the discussion of ports in paragraph 56. 

With regard to claims 4-6, the use of a routing protocol would be obvious, and the 
choice of BGP would be an obvious choice. 

With regard to claim 7, see the discussion of additional filtering in paragraph 21 . 
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With regard to claim 8, members 14 would be obvious to connect to a service provider. 

With regard to claim 9, see the discussion of the ports and the list above. 

With regard to claim 10, the use of routing tables is well known in the art. 

With regard to claim 1 1, see the discussion of checking the list above. 

With regard to claim 12, the second destination would obviously be removed. 

With regard to claim 13, see the discussion above. 

With regard to claim 14, see the rejection of claim 1 above and note that the method steps 
are inherent in the teachings of the apparatus. 

With regard to claims 15 - 16, see the discussion of the multiple filter routers above and 
note that this would make the determination step obvious. 

With regard to claim 17, note the use of the server 14 above. 

With regard to claim 18, the use of an (on/off type) indicator would be obvious. 

With regard to claim 19, see the use of a level for the source address would be obvious in 
order that the proper filter may be applied. 

With regard to claim 20, see the discussion of the use of a list and multiple levels of 
filtering above. 

With regard to claim 23, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have implemented the teachings of Haviv/AAPA in software in order to insure the repeatability 
of the process. 

With regard to claims 24 - 25, see the discussion of claim 1 above. 
3. Claims 21 - 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
patent application 20020059451 to Haviv in view of Applicants Admitted Prior Art as applied 
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above to claims 1 - 20 and 23 - 25 5 and further in view of U.S. patent 6^0,233 to Hatanaka et 
al. 

Haviv/AAPA teach the invention as described above, but do not teach a router 
comprising a CPU, I/O ports, or memory. This is taught in Hatanaka et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have implemented the 
filtering router of Haviv/AAPA in a router with a CPU, I/O ports, and memory, in light of the 
teachings of Hatanaka et al, in order to provide a means for implementing the filtering of the 
packets. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 703-305-0319. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Chieh Fan, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 3042. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
SB 

11/24/05 
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